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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, 
or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

1. Claims 101-105 & 122-138 are rejected because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. The claims are not directed to any one of the 
areas of patentable subject matter, such as product, process, process of making or 
composition. 

For a claim to be statutory under 35 USC 101 the following two conditions must be met: 

1) In the claim, the practical application of an algorithm or idea results in a useful, 
concrete, tangible result, 

According to the above guidelines, Applicant's claims are limited to the manipulation of 
abstract ideas in the context of patentability. 

Applicant is advised to satisfy the statutory requirements for the claims. Applicant is also 
advised not to add any new matter to the specification or the claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

2. Claims 101-105 & 122-138 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, 

as failing to comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject 
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matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one 
skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make 
and/or use the invention. The invention contains numerous parameters which are 
subject to subjective judgment so that an ordinary practitioner would be unable to 
implement the invention 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claim 101-105 & 122-138 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

4. Claims 101-105 & 122-138 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being incomplete for omitting essential steps, such omission amounting 
to a gap between the steps. See MPEP § 2172.01. The omitted steps are the steps 
needed to introduce objective measures such that two independent practitioners of the 
art could produce the same results. As it stands, the results of the invention cannot be 
duplicated in two independent implementations due to the many subjective judgments 
which have to be made in implementing the invention. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 101 - 104, 122 & 131 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Myrick et al. (US Patent 7,162,427 B1) in view of in view of Chavez 
et al. (US patent 6,684,193 B1, hereafter Chavez). 

Re. Claims 101, 122 & 131, Myrick discloses an enterprise architecture for a business 
divided into a business architecture, an information technology architecture, and an 
enterprise management framework. The business architecture is the main driver for the 
information technology architecture but the information technology architecture can also 
have an impact on the construction of the business architecture. The enterprise 
management framework allows for the management of the two architectures. A 
framework tower is built around essential and mandatory components of the enterprise 
architecture. The framework tower is made up of a plurality of planes representing 
mandatory components of the enterprise architecture. The components of the 
framework tower include a strategic plan, a business architecture, an information 
architecture, an application architecture, a technology infrastructure architecture, and an 
enterprise information technology management framework. Each component in the 
framework tower addresses the people, processes, and technology of the enterprise 
architecture so that strategic information technology planning, enterprise architecture 
definition, and repeatable and effective information technology enabling solutions can 
be performed and delivered to the business. (Abstract). 
Thusly, Lewis discloses a method, system and storage device for integrating 
organization systems into an overall financial management system, comprising 

• integrating data from a plurality of organization related systems (inherent in 
Myrick's disclosure and as represented by the Abstract), 

• developing a computational model of organization market value (Fig. 1 , CoL 4, II. 
27-28) that identifies one or more drivers of an organization share price by a 
category of value using at least a portion of said data (the share price is implicit 
in the market of the enterprise, since the share price is a simple function of total 
value divided by the outstanding number of shares), 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/821 ,504 Page 5 

Art Unit: 3692 

• identifying one or more changes in operation that will optimize organization share 
price using said model (implicit in strategic planning), and 

• implementing said changes in operation by communicating the changes to one or 
more organization systems where the drivers of organization share price are 
selected from the group consisting of elements of value, external factors, risks 
and combinations thereof (implicit in strategic plans). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to an ordinary practitioner of the art at the time of 
Applicant's invention to have combined the disclosure of Myrick with conclusions which 
would have been obviousness to the practitioner to design a method, system and 
storage device for integrating organization systems into an overall financial 
management system, motivated by a desire to provide a business with a foundation 
framework or structure that allows the business architecture to drive the technology 
architecture and also allow the technology architecture to have a direct impact on the 
construction of the business architecture through enablement or providing new and 
creative ways of conducting business (Myrick, Col. 1, II. 34-40). 

Re. Claims 102, 123, 125 & 133, Myrick discloses a computational model of 

organization market value which identifies a contribution to a market value for a plurality 
of elements of value for each of one or more categories of value where the elements of 
value are selected from the group consisting of customers (Fig. 12A), information 
technology, processes, production equipment, other elements and combinations thereof 
and where a category of value is selected from the group consisting of current operation 
and other factors (Abstract). 

Re. Claims 103, 124, 126 & 134, Myrick discloses wherein a computational model of 

organization market value is developed in an automated fashion by completing a series 
of analyses where the analyses are selected from the group consisting of identifying 
one or more previously unknown item performance indicators, discovering one or more 
previously unknown value drivers, identifying one or more previously unknown 
relationships between one or more value drivers, identifying one or more previously 
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unknown relationships between one or more elements of value, quantifying one or more 
inter-relationships between value drivers, quantifying one or more impacts between 
elements of value, developing one or more composite variables, developing one or 
more vectors, developing one or more causal element of value impact summaries, 
identifying a best fit combination of predictive model algorithm and element impact 
summaries for modeling enterprise market value and each of the components of value, 
building one or more predictive models using transaction data, determining a net 
element of value impact for each category of value, determining a relative strength of 
the elements of value between two or more enterprises, developing one or more real 
option discount rates, calculating one or more real option values, calculating an 
enterprise market sentiment value by element of value, developing a covariance matrix, 
developing a series of scenarios, simulating a financial performance under a given 
scenario and combinations thereof. ' 

Re. Claims 104, 127 & 135, Myrick discloses where organization related systems 

are selected from the group consisting of basic financial systems, other systems and 
combinations thereof (Abstract, Fig's 1-21). 

6. Claims 105, 128, 129, 130, 136-138 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Myrick et al. (US Patent 7,162,427 B1) in view of in view of 
Chavez et al. (US patent 6,684,193 B1, hereafter Chavez). 

Re. Claims 105, 128 & 136, Myrick does not explicitly disclose changes in operation 
which are selected from the group consisting of changes in purchase quantities, 
changes in purchasing mix, changes in risk transfer, changes in vendors, changes in 
purchase 

discounts, changes in product discounts, changes in product pricing, changes in service 
pricing, changes in service discounts, changes in supply chain management, changes 
in organization equity holdings, changes in operating limits for organization systems and 
combinations thereof. However, Chavez discloses a model for the multivariate allocation 
of resources based on value functions which includes changes in numerous business 
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variables (Col. 2, 1. 53 - Col. 5, 1. 30), including purchasing and supply variables (Col. 8, 
I. 66 - Col. 9, I. 37). Therefore, It would have been obvious to an ordinary practitioner of 
the art at the time of Applicant's invention to have combined the a method, system and 
storage device disclosed by Myrick with the disclosure of Chavez in order to integrate 
organization systems into an overall financial management system method, system and 
storage device which includes changes in various business parameters including 
purchasing, motivated by a desire to introduce a solution to the recurring problem of 
large scale manufacturing processes in the allocation of valuable resources to meet 
uncertain consumer demand (Chavez, Col. 1, II. 15-18). 
Re. Claims 129, 130, 137 & 138, Myrick discloses a system and storage device 
including that of risk management (DETX 112) and risk assessment, DETX 219). Myrick 
does not explicitly disclose re. Claim 129, a computational model of organization market 
value identifies an impact of a plurality of risks on each of one or more categories of 
value where a category of value is selected from the group consisting of current 
operation, real option, market sentiment and combinations thereof and where a plurality 
of risks are selected from the group consisting of event risks, contingent liabilities, 
volatility and combinations thereof; nor claim 130, wherein identifying an impact of a 
plurality of risks on each of one or more categories of value further comprises 
quantifying a risk contribution from each of one or more elements of value and each of 
one or more external factors for each category of value where the elements of value are 
selected from the group consisting of alliances, brands, customers, customer 
relationships, employees, employee relationships, infrastructure, intellectual property, 
information technology, partnerships, processes, production equipment, vendors, 
vendor relationships and combinations thereof. However, Chavez discloses more 
details in the evaluation of risks, including an optimization step which leads into the 
element identified as sensitivities/scenarios/results 324. This element produces results 
such as risk management insights, and the like. Risk management insights 326 include 
such factors as product/revenue upside, component gating risk, product interaction 
effects, intercomponent gating risk, and flex levels. Product/revenue upside considers 
how such factors increase (or affect) overall revenues. Gating risks consider the effects 
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of allocating components towards one product versus another. Interaction effects 
consider the influence of one product over another (in competing for resources, sales, 
and the like). (Col. 9, I. 62 - Col. 10, I. 6). 

It would have been obvious to an ordinary practitioner of the art at the time of 
Applicant's invention to have combined the method, system and storage device 
disclosed by Myrick with the disclosure of Chavez in order to integrate organization 
systems into an overall financial management system method, system and storage 
device which includes identification of the impact of a plurality of risks and the 
quantification of risk exposures by elements of value and external factors for each risk 
category, motivated by a desire to introduce a solution to the recurring problem of large 
scale manufacturing processes in the allocation of valuable resources to meet uncertain 
consumer demand (Chavez, Col. 1, II. 15-18). 

Conclusion 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
Examiner should be directed to Siegfried Chencinski whose telephone number is 
(571)272-6792. The Examiner can normally be reached Monday through Friday, 9am to 
6pm. 

If attempts to reach the Examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's 

supervisor, Kambiz Abdi, can be reached on (571) 272-6702. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. 
Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Any response to this action should be mailed to: 
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Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, Washington D.C. 20231 

or Faxed to (571J2 73-8300 [Official communications; including After Final 
communications labeled "Box AF"] 

or Faxed to (571) 273-6792 [Informal/Draft communications, labeled 

"PROPOSED" or "DRAFT"] 
Hand delivered responses should be brought to the address found on the above 
USPTO web site in Alexandria, VA. 
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